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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This Office Action is responsive to communications filed on November 23, 2010. 
Claims 1-4, 19-31 and 34-36 are pending in the application. 



Response to Arguments 

2. In view of the appeal brief filed on November 23, 20 10, PROSECUTION IS 
HEREBY REOPENED. New grounds of rejection are set forth below. 

To avoid abandonment of the application, appellant must exercise one of the following 
two options: 

(1) file a reply under 37 CFR 1 . 1 1 1 (if this Office action is non-final) or a reply under 37 
CFR 1.113 (if this Office action is final); or, 

(2) initiate a new appeal by filing a notice of appeal under 37 CFR 41.31 followed by an 
appeal brief under 37 CFR 41.37. The previously paid notice of appeal fee and appeal brief fee 
can be applied to the new appeal. If, however, the appeal fees set forth in 37 CFR 41.20 have 
been increased since they were previously paid, then appellant must pay the difference between 
the increased fees and the amount previously paid. 

A Supervisory Patent Examiner (SPE) has approved of reopening prosecution by signing 

below: 

/Rupal D. Dharia/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2456. 
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Qaim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

3. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 

requirements of this title. 

4. Claims 1-4, 19-31 and 34-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the 
claimed invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claims 1-4, 19-31 and 34-36 are not limited to tangible embodiments. In view of 
Applicant's disclosure, specification page 16, lines 4-10, the medium is not limited to tangible 
embodiments, instead being defined as intangible embodiments (e.g., modulated carrier signal, 
the signal may be a transmission over a network). As such, the claims are not limited to statutory 
subject matter and therefore non-statutory. 

To overcome this type of 101 rejections the claims need to be amended to include only the 
physical computer media and not a transmission media or other intangible or non-functional 
media. In the interest of expediting the examination process, the claims rejected under 35 USC 
101 (nonstatutory) above further rejected as set forth below in anticipation of applicant amending 
these claims to place them within the four categories of invention. 

Qaim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be 
found in a prior Office action. 

6. Claims 1-4 and 19-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Griffin (US 7,367,014). 

Regarding claim 1, Griffin discloses an apparatus comprising: 



Application/Control Number: 10/527,135 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2456 

a portal server (302, Fig. 3) for operating a web portal to provide access to the web 
application (col. 3: line 58 - col. 4: line 37); 

a computer readable storage medium comprising computer program code recorded 
thereon to implement a portlet application for operating on the portal server, for managing a 
collection of associated portlets (col. 2: lines 60-67); 

the portlet application (web browser) configured to: 

initiate portlets on requests of a user to access the web application (col. 3: lines 53-62); 

manage a portlet application session object (portal page; col. 2: lines 42-60) for the 
portlets, wherein the portlet application session object comprises a data store object (portal skins, 
portal templates, portlets) shared by a plurality of the portlets in the portlet application (col. 4: 
line 51 - col. 5: line 25); and, 

the portlet application (web browser) comprising: 

a portlet application session object data store (portal skins, portal templates, and portlets) 
controlled by the portlet application session object (portal page) for saving parameters from user 
requests for associating the portlets with the portlet application session object (skins and 
templates can be customized; col. 5: lines 2-23). 

Regarding claim 2, Griffin also discloses the portlet application (web browser) further 
comprises a portlet application communication client (client 300) for communicating between 
the portlet application session object and the web application to convey user requests received 
from the associated portlets to the web application (col. 3: lines 1-9, and 53-62). 
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Regarding claim 3, Griffin also discloses the portlet application is configured to assign a 
common key (template placeholder) to each portlet associated with the portlet application session 
object (portal manager 306 binds portlets to template placeholder to determine capabilities or 
permission; col. 5: lines 24-58). 

Regarding claim 4, Griffin also discloses a user session information table configured to 
connect to multiple web applications with the portlet application session object (col. 3: lines 23- 
41). 

Regarding claim 19, Griffin also discloses a method for use with multiple associated 
portlets in a web portal, comprising: 

managing the multiple associated portlets using a portlet application session object 
(portal page tabs 100-104; col. 2: lines 42-60), wherein the portlet application session object 
comprises a data store object (portal skins, portal templates, portlets) shared by a plurality of the 
portlets in the portlet application (col. 4: line 51 - col. 5: line 25); 

implementing a portlet application data store according to computer program code 
recorded on a computer readable storage medium (col. 4: line 51 - col. 5: line 58); and 

granting read/write access to the portlet application data store by the multiple associated 
portlets to enable the multiple associated portlets to exchange data among each other (the 
template area occupied by the placeholder could be shared among the portlets; col. 3: lines 25- 
41). 
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Regarding claim 20, Griffin also discloses managing the multiple associated portlets is 
implemented by a portlet application (col. 2: lines 60-67). 

Regarding claim 21, Griffin also discloses managing the portlet application session 
object, wherein the portlet application session object is configured to manage the portlet 
application data store (col. 4: line 51 - col. 5: line 25). 

Regarding claim 22, Griffin also discloses granting read/write access to the portlet 

application data store is implemented by the portlet application session object (the template area 
occupied by the placeholder could be shared among the portlets; col. 3: lines 25-41). 

Regarding claim 23, Griffin also discloses operating a portlet server on a portal server 
(302; Fig. 3) for hosting the multiple associated portlets in the web portal accessible to a user 
(col. 3: line 58 - col. 4: line 37). 

Regarding claim 24, Griffin also discloses creating the portlet application session object 
for the user (skins and template of the portal page can be customized; col. 5: lines 2-58). 

Qaim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
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having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 34-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Griffin, as applied to claims 1 and 19, respectively above, in view of Heymann et al (US 2004/- 
193699). 

Regarding claim 34, Griffin does not disclose the portlet application session object 
provides an infrastructure for a plurality of the portlets in the portlet appUcation to have 
independent user sessions, to share the same portlet appUcation session, and to communicate 
with the web application via a single web application session. 

Heymann teaches discloses the portlet application session object provides an 
infrastructure for a plurality of the portlets in the portlet application to have independent user 
sessions, to share the same portlet application session, and to communicate with the web 
application via a single web application session (^^[0032-0040]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skiU in the art at the time the invention 
was made to apply Heymann's session return enabling stateful web applications in Griffin's 
system in order to enable navigating between web sessions in a coherent or stateful manner. 

9. Claims 25-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Griffin, as applied to claim 19 above, in view of Cook et al (US 2003/0117437). 

Regarding claim 25, Griffin also discloses further comprising: creating and managing a 
key for the user for the portlet application session object; and granting the key to each associated 
portlet for controlling access to the portlet application session object. 

Cook teaches: 



Application/Control Number: 10/527,135 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2456 

creating and managing a key for the user for the portlet application session object 
(assigning a portal user to a role-based administrator group; (1[0019]); and 

granting the key to each associated portlet for controlling access to the portlet application 
session object OT[0047-0049]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to implement Cook's portal administration tool in Griffin's system in order to provide 
an interactive tool for managing portals. 

Regarding claim 26, Griffm-Cook also discloses operating a portlet application on a 
portal server for hosting the multiple associated portlets in a web portal accessible by the user 
(col. 2: lines 60-67, and col. 3: line 53 - col. 4: line 37). 

Regarding claim 27, Griffin-Cook also discloses one portlet application is assigned to 
each user, and one key is assigned respectively for each user to respective portlet application 
session objects for each portlet application (each user is associated with a property set; ^^[0025- 
0026], Cook). 

10. Claim 28 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Griffin, in 
view of Musson et al (US 7,752,677). 

Regarding claim 28, Griffin discloses an apparatus for displaying to a user a web portal 
for a web application, the apparatus comprising: 
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a portal server (302; Fig. 3) for operating the web portal to provide access to the web 
application by the user (col. 3: line 58 - col. 4: line 37); 

a computer readable storage medium comprising computer program code recorded 
thereon to implement a portlet application, for managing a managing a collection of associated 

portlets, for operating on the portal server (col. 2: lines 60-67); 

a portlet application session object for the user for the associated portlets (col. 3: lines 53- 

62); 

a portlet application session object data store controlled by the portlet application session 
object (col. 4: line 51 - col. 5: line 25); and 

a portlet application communication client linked to the portlet application session object 
data store for communicating between the associated portlets and the web application to convey 
user requests received from the associated portlets to the web application (col. 3: lines 1-9 and 
53-62). 

Griffin does not explicitly disclose a request buffer for storing requests from the 
associated portlets to enable the portlet application communication client to generate requests 
relative to the web application. 

Musson teaches a request buffer for storing requests from the associated portlets to 
enable the portlet application communication client to generate requests relative to the web 
application (col. 15: line 54 - col. 16: line 21). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to utilize Musson' s usage use of buffer request in Griffin's system since it is 
completely transparent to the rendering control and no special coding or handling is required. 
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11. Claims 29-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Griffin-Musson, in view of Bales et al (US 7,725,560). 

Regarding claim 29, Griffin-Musson does not explicitly disclose portlet application 
communication client is further configured to generate the requests synchronized to the web 
application, to send information including the requests over a network to the web application, 
and to receive information including responses to the requests from the web application. 

Bales teaches portlet appUcation communication client is further configured to generate 
the requests synchronized to the web appUcation, to send information including the requests over 
a network to the web application, and to receive information including responses to the requests 
from the web application (col. 3: lines 10-11, and col. 4: lines 29-36). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skiU in the art at the time the invention 
was made to apply Bales's teaching in Griffin-Musson's system in order to facilitate the usage of 
portlets and web service displays. 

Regarding claim 30, Griffin-Musson does not exphcitly disclose portlet application 
communication client is further configured to generate the requests serialized to the web 
application; to send information including the requests over a network to the web application, 
and to receive information including responses to the requests from the web appUcation. 

Bales also discloses portlet application communication client is further configured to 
generate the requests serialized to the web application; to send information including the requests 
over a network to the web application, and to receive information including responses to the 
requests from the web application (col. 6: Unes 63-67). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to apply Bales's teaching in Griffin-Musson's system in order to facilitate the usage of 
portlets and web service displays. 

Claim 31 is rejected under the same basis. 

12. Claim 36 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Griffin- 
Musson, as applied to claim 28 above, in view of Heymann et al (US 2004/- 193699). 

Regarding claim 34, Griffin-Musson does not disclose the portlet application session 
object provides an infrastructure for a plurality of the portlets in the portlet application to have 
independent user sessions, to share the same portlet apphcation session, and to communicate 
with the web application via a single web application session. 

Heymann teaches discloses the portlet apphcation session object provides an 
infrastructure for a plurality of the portlets in the portlet application to have independent user 
sessions, to share the same portlet application session, and to communicate with the web 
application via a single web application session (^^[0032-0040]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skiU in the art at the time the invention 
was made to apply Heymann's session return enabling stateful web applications in Griffm- 
Musson's system in order to enable navigating between web sessions in a coherent or stateful 
manner. 
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Conclusion 

13. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Van Kim T. Nguyen whose telephone number is 571-272-3073. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia, can be reached on 571-272-3880. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Rupal D. Dharia/ Van Kim T. Nguyen 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2456 Examiner 

Art Unit 2152 

vkn 



